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FINITE TIME BLOW UP FOR SYSTEMS OF WAVE
EQUATIONS WITH MULTIPLE SPEEDS POSED ON
ASYMPTOTICALLY EUCLIDEAN MANIFOLD

MENGYUN LIU

ABSTRACT. In this work, we study the finite time blow-up phenomenon of
three types of semilinear wave systems with multiple speeds, posed on asymp-
totically Euclidean manifolds. We establish the upper bound estimates for
the lifespan of solutions when the spatial dimension n > 2. In particular, for
system related to the Glassey conjecture, we obtained the finite time blow up
results under a new curve. This new curve is sharp at least for n = 3.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the finite time blow up phenomenon of three kinds of
semilinear wave systems with multiple speeds, posed on asymptotically Euclidean
(Riemannian) manifold (R™, g) with n > 2. Before preceding, we give the definition
of asymptotically Euclidean. We mean that (R™, g) is certain perturbation of the
Euclidean space (R™, gg). More precisely, we assume g can be decomposed as

(1.1) g=91+92,

where g; is a spherical symmetric, long range perturbation of go, and go is an
exponential (short range) perturbation. By definition, there exists polar coordinates
(r,w) for (R™, g1), in which we can write

(1.2) g1 = K2(r)dr? + r?dw? |
where dw? is the standard metric on the unit sphere S*~!, and
(1.3) 107" (K = 1)[<(r) """, m=0,1,2.

for some given constant p > 0. Here and in what follows, (x) = /1 + |z|?, and
we use ASB (A Z B) to stand for A < CB (A > CB) where the constant C' may
change from line to line. Equipped with the coordinates x = rw, we have

g = gir(z)da’d* = > gr(w)da’da® | go = go ju(w)da’ dat
G k=1

where we have used the convention that Latin indices j, k range from 1 to n and the
Einstein summation convention for repeated upper and lower indices. Concerning
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g2, we assume it is an exponential (short range) perturbation of g;, that is, there
exists 8 > 0 so that

(1.4) [V ga,k| + |go,julSe P Jo K7 11726, 4]<1 .

By asymptotically Euclidean and Riemannian assumption, it is clear that there
exists a constant dp € (0, 1) such that

(1.5) S0l < g?%¢i6 <05 ER Y EER™, K € (6,1/d0) -

The first kind of system that we studied is semilinear wave equation related
to the Strauss conjecture. More precisely, we consider the following system with
multiple speeds posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5).

02u— 2Agu = |vP ,(t,x) € (0,T) x R™ ,
2, _ — q

(1.6) 0jv — Agu = |ul?,

u(0,x) = eup(z), u(0,2) = cuy(x)

v(0,z) = evp(x), ve(0,x) = ev1(x)

Here 1 < p,g € R, 0 < ¢ € R, (ug,u1), (vo,v1) € C(R™) and the small parameter
€ > 0 measures the size of the data. As usual, to show blow up, we assume both
(uo,u1) and (vg,v1) are nontrivial, nonnegative and supported in Bg := {z € R™:
|z| = r < R} for some R > 0. It has been well investigated that the critical exponet
ps(n) to Strauss problem
02— Au = |ul?,
is the positive root of the equation
(n—1p*—n+1)p—-2=0.

As a natural generalization, there is interest in determining whether a critical curve
exists for the corresponding system (1.6).

When ¢ = 1 and g = go, the critical curve has been well studied by Santo-
Georgiev-Mitidieri [18]. They showed that the curve
p+24+q¢t g+2+pt

pg—1 7 pg—1
plays the same role of pg(n) to Strauss problem at least in a neighborhood of
(ps(n),ps(n)). More precisely, they obtained the finite time blow up results when
I'ss(p,q,n) > 0,n > 1 and the global existence when I'ss(p, ¢,n) < 0 ,n > 2 under
some additional restriction on p,q. See also [16] for case n = 3 and blow up result
in [4]. For the critical case I'sg(p,q,n) = 0, it has also been proved there is no
global existence in low space dimensions. See [17], [1], [11] [10] for n = 3 and [10]
for n = 2. Recently, Tkeda-Sobojima-Wakasa [8] obtained upper bound estimates
of the lifespan when I'ss(p,q,n) >0 ,n > 2.

When the propagation speeds are different, that is ¢ # 1, the existing results are
all in low dimensional Euclidean space g = go. If p < ¢, it is easy to see that

-1
Lss(p,q,n) = q—;jff -2 5 Lo ;
in which case Kubo-Ohta [11], [12] proved that the critical curve is still T g5 (p, ¢, n) =
0 in low dimensions n = 2, 3. More precisly, they obtained the global existence when
Tss(p,q,n) < 0 and the finite time blow up results when I'sg(p, ¢, n) > 0. To the
best of the authors’ knowledge, there is no results for higher dimensions. In this

—1
}_n2 :O,TL>2,

FSS(pa q, TL) = max{
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paper, we obtain the finite time blow up results with T'ss(p, ¢,n) > 0,n > 2 as well
as upper bound estimates of the lifespan, to system (1.6), for any ¢ > 0, posed on
asymptotically Euclidean manifolds.

For the strategy of proof, we turn the systems into ODE systems by defining
suitable functionals. For those ODE systems, we apply iteration methods to give
upper bound estimates of the lifespan. The main innovation is the existence of a
class of generalized “eigenfunctions” for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, Ag¢y =
A2¢y, with small parameter A € (0,)) and desired asymptotical behavior, see
Lemma 2.1. As usual, to show blow up, we need the solution to satisfy finite speed
of propagation. For the linear equation d7u — Ag,u = 0, with compacted initial
data, the support of solution u satisfies

||
(1.7) suppu C {(¢,x); K(r)dr <t+ R} .
0
As go is short-range perturbation, which does not affect speed of propagation too
much, we still have (1.7) to 02u — Agu = 0, for some Ry > fORO K(7)dr. Hence we
assume the support of the solutions to system (1.6) satisfies

{suppu C Dy =: {(t,z); 0le K(r)dr <ct+ R1},

1.8
(18) suppv C Do =: {(¢, z); OMK(T)dTSt—i-Rl} .

Theorem 1.1. Letn > 2,0 < c € R and T'ss(p,q,n) > 0. Consider the system
(1.6) posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5). Assuming that the
data are nontrivial and satisfying

(1.9) fuidvg >0 ’fRn uppr(x)dvg >0 ’f]R" (U1 — cAug)da(x)dvg > 0 ,
Jvidvg >0, o, voda(x)dvg >0, [5. (v1 — Avg)pa(z)dvg >0 ,

where i = 0,1. Suppose it has a weak solution u,v € C?([0,T.);D'(R™)) with

[vfP,|ul? € C([0,T:); D'(R™)) and satisfying (1.8). Then there exist a constant

eo > 0, such that for any e € (0,e0), the solution will blow up at finite time.

Moreover, we have the following estimate for the lifespan T,

T. < e Tsstpam)™
Remark 1.1. Kubo-Ohta [11], [12] proved that the critical curve is I'ss(p, ¢,n) = 0

in low dimensions n = 2,3 whenever 0 < ¢ € R. Based on our result, it is very
natural to conjecture that for any ¢ > 0 and n > 2, the critical curve to (1.6) is

FSS(pu Q7n) =0.

The second kind of system that we considered is closely related to the Glassey
conjecture.

02u— P Agu = |vn|? , (t,x) € (0,T) x R" |
(1.10) Giv = Agv =ul?

u(0,z) = eug(x), u(0,z) = euq(x)

v(0,z) = evg(x), ve(0,2) = vy (x)

Similarly, we assume (ug, u1), (vo,v1) € C2°(R™) and they are nontrivial, nonnega-
tive and supported in Br. It well known that the critical exponent to

OPu — Au = |ug|P
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n=3p<gq

ispa(n) =1+4+2/(n—1). It is also interesting to determine the critical curve of the
corresponding system (1.10).

When ¢ = 1 and g = go, Deng [4] has obtained the blow up results of system
(1.10) under the condition

1<p<oo,n=1,
l1<pg<oo,{1l<p<2,n=2,

p=1n=3,
and
2<p<3.n=2,
L <pg< 1P 1<p22 n=3
PIS Ty, g p<2,n=3,

1<p§2—ﬂ,n24.

Recently, Tkeda-Sobojima-Wakasa [8] obtained the upper bound estimates of lifes-

pan on a larger range (except n = 1)

p+1 qg+1 - n—1

pg—1"pg—1 2

For global existence, Kubo-Kubota-Sunagawa [6] obtained the radially symmetric

global solution in three spatial dimensions under the conditions

q+1

pg—1

It can be observed that the condition 'gg(p, ¢, n) > 0 is sharp, at least for n = 3.
However, when the wave speed ¢ # 1, the critical curve of (1.10) has the poten-

tial to change. Kubo-Kubota-Sunagawa [6] obtained the radially symmetric global
solution when g = go and

(1.11)  Tee(p,g,n) := max{ >0, pg>1,n>2.

(1.12) <l,1<p<qg,n=3.

(1.13) 4 1,1<p<qg,n=3.
pg—1

Compare with (1.12) (see figure 1), we are convinced that the wave speed does

effect the critical curve of (1.10). For the blow up part, there is few results. Xu
[19] obtained the blow up results under the condition

p+q+2
pg—1

when g = go. We can see that there is a gap between (1.14) and (1.13) when n = 3.

In this work, we fill the gap and find that the weak solution of system (1.10) under

(1.14) >2n,
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the condition

(1.15) I'&a(p,g,n) = max{

p 4 4 n-
pg—1"pg—1
will blow up at finite time whenever ¢ # 1.

Theorem 1.2. Letn >2,0<c€R and

I 0 1
(1.16) tegn) >0,c#1,
FGG(pvqan) >0 ,C = 1.

Consider the system (1.10) posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5).
Assuming that the data are nontrivial and satisfying

(117) fRn (u1 — eAug)pa(z)dvg > 0,

Jgn (V1 = Mvg)pa(x)dvg >0 .
Suppose it has a weak solution u, v € C%([0,T.); D'(R™)) with [v|P, |ut|7€ C([0,T:); D' (R™))
and satisfying (1.8). Then there exists a constant 9 > 0, such that for any

e € (0,e9), the solutions will blow up at finite time. Moreover, we have the es-
timate for the lifespan T

(1.18) T. <

€ ~

E—Fcc(q7p7")7l c=1,
e TocPan)™ 41 .

Remark 1.2. Based on the work of Kubo-Kubota-Sunagawa [6], we conjecture
that the critical curve to system (1.6) is I'; . (p, g, n) = 0 whenever ¢ # 1.

The last kind of system that we studied is related to both the Strauss conjecture
and the Glassey conjecture. More precisely, we consider the following system
O2u— AAgu = |v|P , (t,x) € (0,T) x R" |
(1.19) 02v — Agv = |ug|? , (t,z) € (0,T) x R™ |
' u(0,2) = eup(x), u(0,2) =euq(x)

v(0,2) = evp(x), v:(0,2) =evy1(x) .
When ¢ =1 and g = go, Hidano-Yokoyama [5] obtained the finite time blow up
result when
prlta’ n-l_, <on/(n—1),n>2
— n/(n— n .
pq _ 1 2 ) q ) —
Later, Ikeda-Sobojima-Wakasa [8] obtained the finite time blow up as well as the
upper bound estimates of lifespan on a larger range
p+14+q7t 2+p‘1} n—1
pg—1 " pg—1 2
Dai-Fang-Wang [3] showed that there are no global weak solutions of (1.19) when
1 -1 - Dp-1
g+l _n=1_ (=11
pg—1 2 2
and the global existence in three dimension with
q+1+1/(pq)
pg—1

(1.20) Tsc(p, ¢,n) := max{

>0,n>2.

(1.21) <1,n>2,

<1l,1<p<2,2<qg<3 ,n=3.
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To the best of the author’s knowledge, there are no results for multiple speeds cases.
In this paper, we obtained the blow up results of system (1.19) with

M(p,q,n) :=min{l'cc(p,q,n) ,Tsa(p,q,n)} >0, c=1,
M*(p7q7n) = min{FZ‘G(pﬂQ7n)7FSG(p7Q7n)} >0 , C # 1.

Theorem 1.3. Letn >2,0<c€R and

M =1
(122) (p5q7n) > O Y c Y
M*(p,q,n) >0, c#1.

Consider the system (1.19) posed on asymptotically Euclidean manifolds (1.1)-(1.5).
Assuming that the data are nontrivial satisfying

(1.23) Juidvg >0 ’fR" updx(z)dvg >0 ,fRn (ur — edug)dr(z)dvg >0 ,
Jvidvg >0, [ voda(z)dvg > 0, [ (v1 — Avg)da(2)dvg >0,

where i = 0,1. Suppose it has a weak solution u,v € C?([0,T.); D' (R")) with

[v|P,|u]? € C([0,T.); D'(R™)) and satisfying (1.8). Then there exists a constant

go > 0, such that for any € € (0,e9), the solutions will blow up at finite time.
Moreover, we have the estimate for the lifespan T,

oo JeMerm T M(pgn) >0, =1,

Y e M apm)! S M*(p,q,m) >0, c#1.

Outline. Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we list the existence
results of special solutions for the elliptic “eigenvalue” problems (2.1), with certain
asymptotic behavior. These solutions play important role in constructing the test
functions and the proof of blow up results. Moreover, we list a Lemma in [18] for
ODE system which can be viewed as a vector version of Kato type Lemma. In

Sections 3-5, we give the proof of Theorems 1.1-1.3 by applying iteration method
(see, e.g., [13]).

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we list some Lemmas we shall use later. We first construct special
positive standing wave solutions, of the form

1/)1@, I) = 67C)\t¢>\(x)a 1Z)2(tv$) = eiAt(bA(I) )
to the linear problem,
Ofu—Agu=0,0}v—Agu=0,

with the desired asymptotic behavior. In turn, it is reduced to constructing solu-
tions to certain elliptic “eigenvalue” problems:

(2.1) Agor = Ny .
These solutions will play a key role in the construction of the test functions.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 3.1 in [14] ). Let n > 2 and (R™,g) be asymptotically Eu-
clidean manifold with (1.1)-(1.5). Then there exist Ao,co > 0 such that for any
0 < XA < )\, there is a solution of (2.1) satisfying

(2.2) co < dx(x) < 051<Ar>_%eAfJ K(r)dr
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With the asymptotic behavior of ¢, in hand, we could have the following esti-
mates for ¢, 5.

Lemma 2.2. Letn > 2, p,q > 1. Then we have

Pdvg < t—|—1"_1_n;1p,i:1,2,
(3 g ~
D;

’
P ’ A(e—1)t
P ,,P p—
g Ty dug Se vt
Do

_d
Py i dug S e
D,

(t+1)"T

A(d—c)t n—1
=1

(t+1)=

Proof. We only give a short proof of the second inequality since others follow the
same way.

_p ’ t(c— c—1)t
1/11 ? ’Q/Jg d’Ug = ekzsflp) ¢)\(£U)d’l)g = ek(p—i) / e_)\t(b)\d’l)g )
D Doy Ds
Then by Lemma 3.2 in [15] (with ¢ = 1), we have that
[ e ondng 5 4 1)
Do

which complete the proof. For the reader’s convenience, we present a proof here.
We divide the region D5 into two disjoint parts: Dy = N; U Ny where
=] t+R
1
1.

Ni= () [ Kinar < =

For the region N7, we have

gb)\dvgﬁe_)‘t/ (1+ A|x|)_%eAf$m‘ KM gy,

N1 Nl

Let 7 = OIII K(r)dr, then df = K(r)dr and dor < 7 < r/dy since K € [y, 1/d0].
Then we get

t+2R1

/ ¢Advg§e*At/ (1+7)" 1 N7
Ny 0
t+2R1
Se—kt e%)\Fd,,:

0
Se TS+ 1) T,

where we have used the fact that et decays faster than any polynomial. For the
region No, it is easy to see

t+R1 - e
(b,\dnge_’\t/ eM(1+ F)"_l_TldF

t+R

t+Ry

2

_ t+R1 ~
<(A+t) T / e

n—1
2

<1+0)



8 MENGYUN LIU

At the end of this section, we list a Lemma for ODE systems to blow up in finite
time. This Lemma can be viewed as a vector version of the Kato type Lemma.

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 2.1 in [18]). Let a,b € [0,00] with a < b and M(t), N(t) €

C(la,b];R). Suppose that for all t € [a,b], we have

M(t)>C(t+R),

N() > C(t+ R)®,

M"(t) = C(t+ R)"(N(#)

N"(t) = C(t + R) (M (1)),

where CCR>0,s>1, a,8 >0, e,l > 0. Moreover, if el > 1 and
lla—2)+p—-2<s(el—1),

(2.3)

then b < oo.

3. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.1

In this section, we give the proof the Theorem 1.1. Without loss of generality,
we assume 0 < ¢ < 1. In this case, we see that D1 C Ds. We first define functionals

Ft) = /D udu G(t) = /D vduy .

Then by the system (1.6), we know that

F'(t)! :/ [o[Pdvg , G" (t) :/ [u|9dvg .
D2 D2
To connect F”, G’ with F, G, we apply Holder’s inequality to get

p q
F”*/ ofpdug 2 LI22 00 G”*/ (uftdug 5 o2 ")
- 8~ n(p—1) ’ - 9~ n(g—1)
Do (t+1) Dy (t+1)

Hence we can get the following ODE system

GP F1
- - ">
(t+ 1D " =G e

for some constants cg,c; > 0. By the assumption (1.9) on the initial data, we have
the lower bound of F', G

(3.2) Fit)yzet+1), GZe(t+1),t>0.
Define auxiliary functions
Hl(t) :/ m/)ldvg y HQ(t) :/ 1)1/)2611)5 .
D1 D2
We will see that the lower bound of F', G could be improved to
(33)  F()Zer(t+ 1" TP G 2 el(t+ )T 450,

(3.1) F" > ¢

under the condition

n—1 -0 n—1 >0
n— —— n——— .
B) p ) 5 q

INote that ulgp, =0, hence u|sp, = 0.
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In fact, by (1.6), we have

HY +2)\H), = / [ul99advg > 0,
D»>

thus by the assumption (1.9) on the initial data ,
Hy(t) > e M HY(0) > 0, Ho(t) > H2(0) > ¢ .
By applying Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

1/p , 1/p’
st ([ tlrdvg) ([ el dug)
D2 D2
1/ ne1. N\ 1/P
([ wang) " (@)
Do

F' = / [v|Pdvg 2 €P(t + 1)"717"7717” .
D»>

Then

Similarly, we see that
HY + 2X\cH; :/ [v|%p1dvg >0,
D,
thus
Hi(t) > e 2MH](0) >0, Hy(t) > H(0) > ¢ .
By applying Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

1/q / 1/p
cstns( [ fultavg) ([ ol dng)
D1 Dl
1/q n—1 1 1/‘1,
S A R (s e
D

1

which yields
6" = [ pulttng > [ Jultduy z 0o+ 1y
D2 Dl

Hence, we could integrate the above inequalities twice to get (3.3).
Applying Lemma 2.3 to (3.1) and (3.3), we know that the solutions will blow up
if Tss(p,q,n) > 0. In fact, by the second inequality of (3.1), we have

G(t) 2 (t+ 1)("+1—"51P) g-n(qg-1)+2

Heuristically, the lower bound of F' could be improved by the first inequality of
(3.1) if

-1 —1
((n—l—l—nTp)q—n(q—l)—l—Z)p—n(p—1)—|—2>n—|—1—nTp,
similarly, the lower bound of G could be improved if
n—1 n—1
((n—l—l—Tq)p—n(p—l)+2)q—n(q—1)+2>n+1—Tq,

that is T'ss(p,q,n) > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume p < ¢ and in this
case
7p_1+q+2 n—1

A4 I = .
(3.4) ss(p,q,n) o1 5 >0
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To get the upper bound lifespan estimates, we apply iteration method and we will
see that there exists g9 > 0 such that for any € € (0,¢0), we have the lower bound
of F, G by some sequences
F>Ajt+1)% ,G>B;t+1)% ,jEN,
with initial lower bound
-1

A =¢€P al—n—i—l—Tp

In fact, by putting the lower bound of F' to the second inequality of (3.1), we have
G" > clAg(t + 1)qa1*n(qfl) = 1P (t + 1)qarn(q*1) )
Note that G(0), G’ (0) ~ €, then we have

ci1eP? o crePd

G > t 4 1)9a1 n(g—1)+1 _ + G0

_qal—n(q—l)—i-l( ) gar —n(g—1)+1 )
c1eP4

(t + 1)qarn(qfl)+1 ,

>

“qa1 —n(g—1)+1
and

c1eP4(t + 1)201—nla—1)+2
(qar —n(q—1)+1)(qar —n(qg—1) +2)

if we take e small enough. Hence we obtain that

G >

c1eP4
by (b1 — 1)

and then we use above to get As, as by the first inequality of (3.1). Following this
iteration way, we can obtain the following iteration equation

B1: ,blzqal—n(q—1)+2,

coB?

Aj = (a:—jﬁ;j ya; =pbj1—n(p—1)+2,5>2
(3.5)
c1 A? )
Bj = gy b =qa; —n(g—1)+2.,j > 1
if we have
(3.6) (aj+1)A; <e, (bj+1)B; <e,VjeN.

In fact, by (3.5) we get that

-1
p+q+2 n-1 . 2942
b»z( — )qu—i—n— .
pg—1 2 (p2) pg—1

Since b; and a; are increasing to oo as j — oo, there exists Ny > 0 such that
aj,b; > 2 for any j > Ny. Thus we have

(b +1)B; = ot + 22 < 96147 < 21¢)BM > No+1,

(aj +1)A; = Lz (an;; < 200BY_, < 2008 AT > No+1 .

(a;—1)ay

(3.7)

For j < Ny, we take gy small enough such that for any e € (0,¢), we have

€
. b; 1)B; 1A
(3.8) (b; + 1)Bj + (a5 +1)4; < 200cp+20100+1

Combine (3.8) and (3.7), we get (3.6).
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For the coefficient Bj, it is easy to see that
clchle clchle MB?ZI

B = > > o
T ((ay = 1)ag) (b = 1)b; ~ (pby +2)° T (pg) G1+2)

where

n+1 1+ pg + 2p\ —(2a+2)
p+ ) .

M= ‘1(2
Pt 3 pg—1

Hence we get
InB;j > (pq)In Bj_1 +1n M — 5(2¢ + 2) In(pq)
> (pg)*InB; 2+ (pg+ 1) In M — (pq(j — 1) + j)(2q + 2) In(pq)
' )(2q +2) In(pg) — In M

Jj—1
> (pg)’ ' In By — (pg)’ " Y b+ 1

k
= (pq)
Note that the series is convergence, that is
— (k+1)(2¢ +2)1 In M
S(OO):Z( + 12+ )T;(pQ)+| nM| _
= (pq)
Then we have _
In B; > (pg)’'(In By — S()) .
Thus
G > Bj(t+1)%
> e(pq)j*1 (ln Bl—S(oo)+(f,3t§ +q+2—";1pq) ln(t+1)> (= 222) In(t-+1) VieN,
which yields the lifespan estimate
T.g e (2EE—a3t)
Similarly, if we assume p > q that is
-1
+p+2 n-1
FSS(p7Qan):q P - >07

pg—1 2
and start the iteration with By =€ ;by =n+1— "T’lq, we will have that

1 -1
7(p+2+q 7n—1)
jsfs € pa-—t 2

Hence, we obtain the lifespan estimate

T. < E—FSS(PJLHYI
~Y

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Without loss of generality, we assume 0 < ¢ < 1. In this case, we see that
Dy C Dy. We first define functionals

(4.1) F(t) = /D (ugtpr + cAurpr)dvg , G(t) = / (vetha + Aoty ) dug

Do
Then by the system (1.10), we have

(4.2) FO)= [ Py, G0 = [ fuftinds,
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In order to relate F’ with G, we let Hy(t) = sz up1dvg and it is easy to check
that

(2H, — F) +2cA2H, — F) = / o |Pebrdvg > 0,
Do
thus by the assumption on the initial data (1.17), we have

(2H1 = F)(t) =2 (2H1 — F)(0) > 0,
which yields

F
5 S Hl(t) :/ utd)ldvg .
Do

Similarly, let Hy = | D, Vtth2dvg, we can get

G
5 S Hz(t) :/ 'Ut?/)zdvg .
Do

Recall that the support of u is on Dy by (1.8), so Hy(t) = fDl uh1dvg. By applying
Holder’s inequality to Hy and Hs, we have

(fD2 Ut¢2d”9)p HY

_ p/p’ o, p/p
sz Uy Ty dvg) (fD2 Py "y dvg)

70

/ [v¢[Peprdvg 2
Do

q
(Jo, wrdeg)” !
_a q/q ™~ _a q/q
(f/:)l Py T dvg) (f/:)l vy U] dvg)
4.1. ¢=1. When ¢ =1, we have D = Dy = Dy, by Lemma 2.2,

_p ’ p/pl
([ wimwfdn) 2 @+nenene,
D

/ [ug|Tpadvg 2
Dy

— a/d’
( ¥y Y dvg) > (t4 1) Dla-1/2
Do
Thus we get the following ODE system

Fl(t) > —9 - F(0) > coe
(t+1) "
(4.3)
’ ci|F]?
G'(t) 2 —=ne ,G(0) = cie .
()
where constants ¢y and ¢; depends on p, g, ¢, A,n. We will see that (4.3) blows up
in T'(p,q,n) > 0. In fact, it is easy to see F(t) > F(0) > coe due to F' > 0. By
putting it into the second inequality in (4.3), we have
(4.4) G'(t) > er(coe)t(t+1)" " 2
thus G(t) > (t + 1)'~(»=D@=1/2 and by (4.3) again, we get that

(n=1)(g—1) (n=1)(p=1)
(1_ 3 )p_ 3 .

F'(t)Z (t+1)
Heuristically, the lower bound of F'(¢) could be improved if

(n—1)(g—1) (n—1)(p-1)
(1_ 2 )p_ 2

+1>0,
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similarly, the lower bound of G(t) could be improved if
(n—1p-1) (n—1)(g—-1)
(1 2 )q 2

that is the range I'ca(p, ¢, n) > 0, which suggests the blow up result.
To obtain the lifespan estimates, we explore iteration argument and assume

+1>0,

(4.5) F(t)> A;(t+1)% ,G(t) > Bj(t+1)% ,j eN.
Without loss of generality, we assume &2@_1) < 1, then by (4.3), we get that
co(cre)? 1_ (== co(cre)?
mﬂzl_OLqu“+1> T T eoem Tf
co(c1e)? 1_ (r=1)(=1D)
>71_( )2(q 1)(t+1) 2 , >0,
if we take € small enough. We start the iteration with
_ co(ere)? ., _(=D(-1)
Bl - 1— (n_l)z(q_l) 9 bl =1- ) 9
and assume ) )
p—+ n—
r = — 0.

By putting it to (4.3), we have

(n—1)(p—1)

/ —
= €0 P )
F'(t) > coBY(t + 1) 2

that is
B? n-1)(p—
F(t) = g DT >0,
T phy — C=D
if we take € small enough. Then we have
BY -Dp-1
Al = ‘o (1:_1)(1)_1) , a1 = 1 +pb1 — w .
Following this way, we have the iteration equation
BY n—1)(p—1 .
Aj = o eomeen 6 = 1+ pbj — b =,
(4.6)
Al n— — .
Bji = o+ b = 1 gey - O >
If we have
(47) AjSCQE,BjSClé',VjEN.

In fact, by (4.6) we have
= — -1 N
a; (pq——l 5— ) ((pe) —1) jEN,
and a; — 00 as j — oo. Thus there exist a Ny > 0, such that for any j > Ng + 1,
AP vl

prq _ pq
bp_Ajl,]_ - < B!
] 1%

Aj =
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For j < Ny, we take g < 1 small enough to get
AjSCQE, ngclé',jSNo,

for any ¢ € (0,¢q).
For the sequence A;, by definition we have that

4= Ay AT :(q(p+1—"_1)+1)p+1.
a;by = K(pg)ir+1) pg—1 2
Hence we get
InA; > (pg)InA; 1 —In K — j(p + 1) In(pq)
> (pg)*InA; 2 — (pg+1)In K — (pg(j — 1) +j)(p+ 1) In(pqg)

j—1
> (pg)’ ' In Ay — (pg) ) K+ (k+1)(p + 1) In(pg)

- .
= (pq)
Note that the series is convergence, that is
~InK+ (k+1 1)1
P (pq)

Then we have _
InA; > (pg)’ ' (In Ay — S(c0)) .
Thus
F>A;(t+1)%

Jj—1 _ p+l n—1 _

>e
we can see that
p+1 n—
InA; — S -
na (00) + (pq -1 2
otherwise, F'(t) — oo as j — oco. From which we have the estimate of T

1
)pqln(t—l— <o,

T. S af(qutllfnTil)il

Moreover, when T'ca(p,q,n) = ;gq+—11 — "T_l > 0, we use the following iteration
equation
BP 1) (p— .
Aj+1:ﬁaaj+1:1+pbj_( 1)2(1? 1)5]217
q
BJ—?—;,bJ—l—l-qa (n 1)2(q_1),]>1,
with » ( \( )
_ 0C1E . m=1p-1
A= MECEN I 1 2
2

And we can obtain another lifespan estimate
-1
T: S e (G -25t)

In summary, we have

(4.8) T, §min{57(:q—tllfn771)il ,a*(pqqtllfanl)il} )
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4.2. 0 <c< 1. By Lemma 2.2, we have
,P_/ / p/pl
(fD wl P ,lpg d’l}g) < ek(c—l)t(t_i_ 1)(71—1)(17—1)/2
2 ~ )

_d q/q
(S 3 T dg)"" 5 001G 4 1)0 62

~

(4.9)

Thus we get the following ODE system

G P
F/(t) > N col I(n71)(p71) ) F(O) > CoE
eXe—1t (t41) 2

(4.10)

F q
Gl(t) > a1l I(n*l)(q—l) ) G(O) > ci1e
AA-ot(t41) 2

We will see that the system (4.10) blows up in finite time when I'(p, ¢,n) > 0. For
that purpose, we set G = H (t)e*(c=D!/? then we have

co|HIP AMc—1) c1|F|? PRI
(411) F'(t) = —— G5 H + H> e

(t+1)" 2 p t+1) =2
It is easy to see that H(t) > H(0) = G(0) > cie. By putting it into the first
inequality in (4.11), we have
F(t) > (t4 1)1~ (r=D=1/2
then by (4.11) again, we get that
NMe=1)t/p g

t

(n=1)(p—1) (n=1)(g—1)

2 [ Nty (R
t/p

t
2t + 1) (- TR o e / e gy

t/p
>(t+ 1)(1_ <n71>2<p—1>)q_ (n=1)(a=1) Ae=1)t/p (1 _ e)\(cfl)t/p’) 7

)

Heuristically, the lower bound of H(t) could be improved if

(n—1((p-1) (n—1)(g—1)
(1_ 2 )q_ 2

>0,

that is )
7 2"

pg—1 2
While for the case 25 > 2-1  we shall give another intuition. Let H(t) =

eMe=DtE(t), then system (4.10) becomes

c P
H’—I—)\(l—C)HZ(tH)(ﬂ% ,H(0) 2 e

(4.12)

G'(t) = (Hl)(nljw » G(0) = c1e
By putting H 2 ¢ into the second inequality in (4.12), we have
G/ Z Eq(t+ 1),(”*1)2@*1) 7
thus

_(n=1)(g=1)
2

G> i(t+1)
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And then by the first inequality in (4.12), we get that

(ek(l—c)tH)/ Z gpqek(l—c)t(t + 1) (1— ("71)2@71) )P— (nil)g(pil) )

thus
t
H(t) >eP(t + 1)(1_(n—1)2(q—1>)p_ (n=1)(p=1) e,\(c—l)t/ A=0)T g 7
t/2
>ePi(t + 1)(1_("7”2(‘7’”)17_ (n=1)(p1) |
so the lower bound of H could be boosted when
(n—1)(g—-1) (n—1)(p—1)
1= - 0
( 2 )p 5 >0,
which is actually
P n—1
>
pq—1 2

To get the upper bound of lifespan estimates, we explore iteration argument.
Without loss of generality, we assume p > ¢ and in this case

p
0.
_1>

I'aa(p.g;n) =
aal ) 7q
We assume
H(t) > Aj(t+1)% ,G(t) > B;(t+1)% ,j€N.
Under this assumption, the first inequality of (4.12) could be simplified as
t A(lfc)TGq( )
—A1—0o)t Co€ T
H(t) >e ~/t/2 (T + 1)(11—1)(;0—1)/2
a1 (G(t)/2)P 1 — e A1=o)t < co(G(t)P
~(t 4 1)(n=Dp-1)/2 ( 2X(1 —¢) ) T (t+1)=De-1)/2 7
for some constant ca(c1, A, p) > 0 and ¢ > 2. And the system (4.12) reads

c|GP
Hz @H)(f—w ,H(0) > cqe

dr + H(0)

(4.13)

G'(t) > Gy » G(0) = cie .

Then by the same way in case ¢ = 1, there exists g9 > 0 such that for any € € (0, &g),
we have the iteration equation

U R

- 3

AjJrl = CQB_;? , Aj41 = pbj
(4.14)
ClA?
b; ?

BJ = bj = 1 —|— an — 7(11_1)2((1_1) ,j Z 1 B
with
A1:CQE,CL1:O.

Hence we get that

a; =(E n_l)(pq)j’l—( £ n_l),jeN,

pg—1 2 pg—1 2
AP? AP? n—1 _
A; =eyBP | = Pey Il > il g =P P _ )7,
J =2 162 b?,l = (pg)i—Dp Clcz(pq—l 2 )
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Then we see that
InA; >pglnA;_; — (j — )pln(pg) + In K
> (pg)*InAj_5 — pln(pq) (paG—2)+(G—1)+ (pg+1)InK

K- mpIn(pq)

> (pg)? ' In Ay + (pg) !

= (pg)™
Note that the series
S(o Z | In K| + mp1In(pg) .
(pg)™

m=1
thus we get that _
InA; > (pg)’~ (In Ay — S(c0)) -

Hence we have the lower bound estimate of H ()

H(t) > Aj (t+ 1)aj _ elnAjJraj In(t+1)

(pa)’~* (ln A1 =8(00) + (57— 250) ln(t+1))

>e e Gar— )i gy e N,

which yields the finite time blow up phenomenon if

P n—1
InA; — -
(4, S(00)+ (g = =5

)ln(t+1))>0,

so we get the lifespan estimate

.,,,,1),1

T.< e Gaa—"7

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

Without loss of generality, we assume 0 < ¢ < 1. In this case, we see that
D1 C Ds.

5.1. Blow up for I'sg(p,¢,n) > 0. In this case, we define functionals

F(t) :/ wdvg , G(t) :/ vdvg .
D2 D2

Then by the system (1.19), we have
F'(t) :/ [v[Pdvg ,G" (t) :/ lug|Tdvg .
D2 D2

To connect F’, G" with F, G, we apply Holder’s inequality to get the following
ODE system
GP F1
/ i
(51) F ZCQW ,G 201W 5

for some constants cg, ¢ > 0. By the assumption (1.23) on the initial data, we have
the lower bound of F', G

(5.2) Fit)ze,GZe(t+1), t>0.

By the same procedure in the proof of Theorem 1.1, the lower bound of F', G
could be improved to

(5.3) F(t) > P(t+1)" "2 G(t) > 9t +1)" "7 >0,
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under the condition n — "T_lp >0,n— "T_lq > 0, by auxiliary functions
Hl(t) :/ uﬂ/)ldvg ) Hg(t) :/ ’Ul/)gdvg .
D1 D2
In fact, by (1.19), we have
HY +2\H}) = /|ut|qz/12dvg >0,

thus by the assumption (1.23) on the initial data ,
Hy(t) > e > H}(0) > 0, Hy(t) > Hy(0) Z € .

By applying Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

1/p , 1/p
st ([ tirdvg) ([ el duy)
D2 D2
1/ no1_,\ /P
([ pang) " (@0 )
Do

e [ lrde z ey
D>

Then

thus we could integrate the above inequality get the lower bound of F' in (5.3).

For the lower bound of auxiliary function H;(t), we need another functional
L(t) = fDl (Uﬂ/n + /\m/Jl)dvg, which appeared in the proof of Theorem 1.2. It is
easy to check that

(2H; — L) +2X\c(2H, — L) = /

ofPndug > 0, L = / [o[Paprdug >0,
D,

since suppu C D;. Thus by the assumption on the initial data (1.23), we have
(2H; — L)(t) > (2H, ~ L)(0) 2 ¢, L(0) >0,

which yields

L(t) 1

+5@H-1)(0) 2 e .

By applying Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

1/q ’ 1/q
st S( [ udvdu) ([ ity
Dl Dl

<(/, 1 o R (e O R

G" :/ lug|Tdvg > / lug|Pdvg 2 €9(t + 1)"_1_%1‘1 )
D2 Dl

Hence, we could integrate the above inequality twice to get (5.3).
Heuristically, the lower bound of F' in (5.3) could be improved by the ODE
system (5.1) if

Hy(t) >

’

and

((n—n;1p)q—n(q—1)+2)p—n(p—1)—|—1>n—nT

p,
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that is the region
2 -1 -1
+p S n
pg—1 2
And the lower bound of G in (5.3) could be improved by (5.1) if

(5.4)

n—1 n—1
((n—l—l—Tq)p—n(p—l)+1)q—n(q—1)+2>n+1—Tq,

that is the region

1 -1 -1
p+1+gq >n

5.5

Combine (5.4) and (5.5), we could obtain the finite time blow up result on the range

2+pt p+l+qgt, n-1

- 0.
pg—1 " pg—1 ) 3

In the following, we only give the the upper bound lifespan estimate when

1 -1 -1
prita _n >0,
pg—1 2

since the other case follow the same way. In the same way as in the proof of
Theorems 1.1-1.2, we have that there exists 9 > 0, such that for any ¢ € (0, &),
we could assume the lower bound of F', G by some sequences

F>A;(t+1)% ,G>Bj(t+1)"% ,jeN.

We start the iteration with

-1
(5.6) By = &4, blzn—l—l—an,
and by (5.1) we have the relation
A- - 603571 L b _ _ .
i= ey 0% = PY-1 np—1)+1,5>2

(5.7)

q
ClAj

Bj = g=mp; +bi =gqa —nlg=1)+2,j>2

Then we get that

p+1l+qgt n-1 .- q+2
b; = ( — )q pg)’ " +n— .
! pq—1 3 )W) pq—1
For the coefficient Bj, it is easy to see that
clchjzl clchjzl MB?ZI

B =

> .
(aj)q(bj - 1)()] - (pbj + 1)q+2 - (pq)J(Q+2)

where
14 ¢ 1 2
M:clcg(p+ +q +q+ o
pqg—1 pg—1

) —(q+2)
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Hence we get
InB; > (pg)In Bj_1 4+ In M — j(q + 2) In(pq)
> (pg)*nBj_s + (pg + 1) In M — (pg(j — 1) + j) (¢ + 2) In(pq)

j-1
> (pg)’ "By — (pg) 'Y (k+1)(q +é,)ql;;(pq) —In M
k=1

Note that the series is convergence, that is

_ - D) +2)In(pg) + [InM| _
S(OO)_,; (pa)* =

Then we have
In B; > (pg)’~"'(In By — S(c0))
Thus
G > Bj(t+1)%

Jj— P el -
o 0™ (st (55— b)) gt e VieN,
which yields the lifespan estimate
— —1
TES E_(p+p1qtq1 ! _%)
Similarly, if we assume
2+pt n-1 -
pg—1 2 ’
with the iteration relation
coB? .
A= Oajj sa; =pbj —n(p—1)+1,5>2
(5.8)
c1 Al .
Bj = G5 »bi =aaj-1—n(g—-1)+2,j>2
and
-1
(5.9) Al:gp,alzn_”T%

we will have that
-1

fg -(GE-) "

Hence, we obtain the lifespan estimate

-1 1\t -1 -1
Tafgmin{g_(p+znlqtq1 _nTl) ,g_(z;qpfl _nTl) }

5.2. Blow up for I'f,(p,¢,n) > 0,c# 1 and Tga(p,¢,n) > 0,c = 1. We define
functionals

F(t) = ‘/D (’uti/]l + )\cuwl)dvg JH(t) = / vipaduy .

D>
Then by the system (1.10), we have

(5.10)  F'(t) = /D P rdvg | H'(t) + 2\H' — /D g Hpadlvg -
2 2
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In order to relate F’ with H, we let Hy(t) = fD2 up1dvg and it is easy to check
that

(2H, — F) + 26A(2H, — F) — / lolP by dvg > 0,
Do

thus by the assumption on the initial data , we have
(2H, — F)(t) = (2H, — F)(0) = 0,
which yields
g < H(t) = /D2 uphrdug .

By applying Holder’s inequality to Hy and H, we have

(fD2 m/’2d”9)p S H?
(S T ang)”™ ™ ([ T8 vy

>
/Dz |v|pw1dvg ~ p/p’
q
(Jo wendva) i
_a a/q" ~ 4
(ID1 by " dvg) (ID1 ¥y Y dUg)

By (5.10) and Lemma 2.2, we get the following ODE system

q/q" "

/ [ug|"padvg 2
Dy

H|P
F/(t) > ol |(n71)(p71) ) F(O) > CoE
ez\(c—l)t(tJrl) 2

(5.11)

H' +2\H' > alfl s H(0) > cie
e)\(lfc)t(tJrl) 3

for some constants cg, ¢y > 0.
Note that the above system could be reduced to system (4.10). In fact, we have

(€2>\tHI)/ — e2>\t(HI/(t) + 2)\HI) > Cle2>\th
— eri-ot(t 4 1)(n=1(g=1)/2 7

thus

t 2AT 17q
/ —2)\¢t e F (T) /
i =e /t/2 o (r ezt 0

e (F(t/2)0 1—e™™
—eA(lfc)t(t_}_1)(77«*1)(‘171)/2( 2 )

co(F(t/2)1
_e)\(l—c)t(t + 1)(n—1)(q—1)/2 22,

for some constant ¢, > 0 depends on ¢; and A\. Hence we get the blow up result when

I'ta(p,g,n) > 0,¢ # 1 and T'ea(p,g,n) > 0,c = 1 as well as the corresponding
lifespan estimates.
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